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October I O ,  2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen a Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlaslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waahlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCrnandated adoptlon of"broadCastflag" technology tor dlgltal televlslon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlgha, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DTV 

A robust, competkbe market tor consumer eleetronles must be rooted In manufacturer$ abllky to I n n m e  tor thelr 
customen Allowlng movle Studlos to veto Teatures of DlV-receptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Interlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DlV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at  the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast (lag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Cole Moeller 
212 Taylor St 
Twln Falls, ID 83301 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Comniunicat ions Conuusslon 
4 4 5  12th Street NW 
Washington D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writiny to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for  consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me beinq charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTY-capable receivers and other equipment I wlll not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for diqltal televlslon Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Mark Donovan 
13a Buckley Road 
Auckland. 1003 
New Zealand 
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October 1 0 .  2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q .  Abernathy 
Federal Cummunicat ions Conusission 
445 12th Street. NU 
Washington. D . C .  20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 
A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing Movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipnent will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to 
make an investment in DTY-capable receivers and other equipment. I will nut pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank YOU for your time 

Sincerely 

T Kristian Spindler 
1263 California St 
Mountain View. CA 94041 
USA 
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October 10: 2003 

Commwsioner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am wdting to voice my OppOSitiM to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcwt ilsp'' technolow for &td teleVieion. An a E o m e r  
and citizen, I feel mongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, conemer *te, and the ullimae adoption of m. 

A robust competitive market for consumer electronics m u t  be rooted inmmufacturm' ability to innovate for their C U B ~ ~ E T I B  Auowing 
movie stodios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable h e  rrmdios to tell technolo@ what new products they om 
create This will result in products that don't n e c e s d y  reflect what consumem &e me acmaUy want, and it could result in me b h g  
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issue0 a broadcaet flag mandnte, I would scN$Ly be less likely to mnLe an invemm.t in DN.cspnble receivers and other 
equipment. 1 will not pay more for deviceu that limit my r&ts ut the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broudcunt tlsg 
technology for digital television. 'Ihant you fos yourtime. 

Sincerely, 

Marshall Robin 
PMB 122, 12405 Venice Blvd. 
LOB Angelee, CA 90066 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 4:30:59 PM, 10/10103 5413023099 . 

October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemsthy 
Federal Communicntionn Commiasion 
442 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 2 0 5 4  

Dew Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am wridng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. A$ B c o m e r  
and cibien, I feel shongly that such a policy would be bad for innovstiOn, comumer righb, and the ul(im0te adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive mnrket for consumer electlDfflce must be rooted in manufamefa' ability to innovate for th& customers. Allowkg 
movie studios to veto fenlures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the mdioe to tell technologirta what new products they c m  
create. ?his will result in products that don't necessarily refled what consumers &e me nctuaUy want, and it could result in me being 
charged mare money for inferior hctionnlity 

If the FCC iiuues a broadcaPt flng mandnte, I would nctunlly be less &ely to mske an mveshnent m DN-oapable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pny more for devices that limit my right, at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mmdate broadcast fleg 
technohey far digital television. Thank you for yaw tine. 

Sincerely, 

Ben Levitt 
1864 WSinut Drive 
Mountain View, CA 94040 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 4.26:OO PM, 10/10/03 5413023099 - 

October 10,2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Skeet: NW 
Waahh@on, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am wrihg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated a d q t i m  of "broadcast h g "  technology for digital telrvision. AS B c m m m  
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, o o m e r  rights, and the ulhate ndq t im of D P .  

A robust, competitive market for coneumer eleckodcs must be rooted in manufictmorsl ability to innovate for their cuutomm. &wiq  
movie studim to veto featues of DTV-reception equipment will enable the shldior to tell technologists what new podmts they 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what c o n m e r s  &e me actually want, and it could r e d  in me being 
charged more money for inferior h c t i d i t y .  

lfthe FCC isnuen n broadcast tis, mandate, I would actuslly be lese &ly to m&e an inveitment in DTV-capable receivers and ether 
equipment. 1 will not pny more for device@ that limit my 
technology for &&tal television. 'Ihenk YOU fm your h e .  

Sincerely, 

at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brondcut flq 

nayton Cubitt 
152 South 4th StreetiiZ 
Brooklyn, NY 11211 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 4 22 14 PM, 10110103 5413023099 - 

October ID, 2003 

tommlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast Tlag" technology for dlglkal televklon AS a 
consumer and cltlten, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A rabust. eompetltlve market for consumer electronks must be rooted In manufacturers! abllm/ to Innoate for Melr 
customers Allowing movle studlos to veto Teatures or DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
whut new products they can create Thk wlll result In products thut don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor lunctlonallty 

II the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandute I would actually be less llkely to m a k  an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devices that llmlt my rlghD, at the behest of Hollywaad Please do not mandate 
broadcast Tlag technology for dlgtal televlslan Thank you Tor your t h e  

Sincerely, 

Mark Sllverman 
2722 Wushlngton Avenue 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commisnoner IGthleen Q, Abamnthy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NIX' 
Washingtoq D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing in regacds my firm opposrtion to any FCC-required implementation of "broadcast flag" technology 
for &@tal television. As an entertainment software professional, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad 
for innovahon, consumex nghts, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV. 

As a maker of entertamment IP that ms on computer systems, I depend on h a m g  full freedom to innovate 
both in terns of content, and technology. I am extremely concerned over the potenbd threat to the 
compemveness of my own products, and the platforms they m on, m the global market, that an adopbon of 
the proposed "broadcast flug" would represent. W e  must retun our freedom to innovate and grow the Amencan 
economy. 

The software entertainment industry is highly successful, highly profitable and an area where America produces 
world class content. We have thrived despte the ease ulth whtch our product can be coped by pirates, due to 
our abdity to innovate and create new contat  that con5umers desire. It seems to be a poor idea to cripple the 
technological base w e  rely upon simply because a &fierent part of the e n t h n m e n t  industry is scared of 
potential losses that we have proven repeatedly u e  insignificant. compved to the profits that can be made on 
unfettered hardware. 

Please do not approve the cnpphg of the technologxal base upon which our industry funchonr. 

Sincerely, 

Comac Russell 
1649 Stcawbeny Ln 
Milpitas, C.4 95035 
USA 
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October I O ,  2003 

Comrnlsoloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Cornmunlcatlons Cornrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to voice my OpposltlOn to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgital televlsbn. As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that sucn a pollcy would be bad for knovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of O N .  

A robust, competltke market (or consumer electronlcs must be roo(ed In manuracturers' aallny to Innovate ?or thdr 
customen. Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto reatures or DTv.receptlon equlprnent WIII enable the studios to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls Wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want. and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recekers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest o? Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
brosdcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you ror your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Wlll DeUtSch 
1010 Golf Ct. 
Mountain Vlew, CA 94040 
USA 
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October I O ,  2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcetlons Cornmlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and elthen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilk me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate I would actually be le- llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llrnk my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Ben Selgel 
1624 Fordem Ave #305 
Madlson, WI 53704 
USA 
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October 10: 2003 

Commiimoner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communication@ Cammiasion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wmhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I m writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast @ techol- for digital television. A0 a c w e r  
m d  citiren, 1 feel e o n &  that such a policy would be bad for innovation, c o n m m  +us, and the ultimate adoption of DW. 

A robust, competitive market for comumer electronics must be rootedin m a n u f a c u t  
movie studios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technola@ what new produot~ thy can 
create. %is will r e d  in producte that don? necessarily reflect what c o r n e m  Wre me nctuslly want, and it could result in me bdng 
charged more money for inferior functiodiity. 

If the FCC ieeues a broadcast flag mandate; I would actually be less l&ely to mnke M investment in DN.capable receivers and othw 
equipment. 1 will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rjghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for dig$$ television. lhenlr you for yaw time. 

to innovate for their customers. .rylowing 

Sincerely, 

Suntin & e m  
3008 Euclid Avc. 
Concord, CA 94519 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 3:51:46 PM, 10/10/03 5413023099 - 

October 10; 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communicationi Cammiasion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wsshington, D.C. 20554 

Dew Kathleen Abemathy, 

I nm writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "bmndcslt tlng technology for digital television. AB a c o m e r  
and ci&en, I feel strongly that such a policy would he bad fa8 innovarion, c o m e r  +tu, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust competitive market for consumer electronics mwt be rooted in manufncmrem' ability to h o v n t e  for their cmtomm. Auowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the s ~ d o s  to teU technolo@b what new producte they c m  
create. ' Ih is  will result in products that don't neceesarily reflect what c o ~ u m e r s  like me a d y  want, and it could r e d  in me being 
charged more money for infedor hctionallty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would nctllally be less likely to mate an invement in DN-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the beheat of Hollywood. Pleme do not mandate broadcsPt flag 
technohey for digital television. Thenk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

India h a s  
329 Union St. ii9 
Brooklyn, NY 11231 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communleatlons Commlsslon 
445 12m Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovstlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust competltbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and It could re~ul t  In me belng charged more money lor lnlerlor functlonality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkdy to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlees that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Jonathan Golub 
3664 Bolse Ave 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Comrnlosloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. A9 a 
consumer and cnlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW. 

A robust. competltlve market tor consumer electronics must be rooted In mnnutacturers abllky to innovate for thelr 
customers. Allewlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment WIII enable the studlos to tell technoleglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalny. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for dwlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollvwood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgnal teievlslon. Thank you for your tlme 

Slneerely, 

Courtney Gibbons 
32 Morrls Rd 

USA 
Woodbrldge, CT 06525 
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October 10; 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications CammisPion 
445 12th Skeet, NW 
Washgton, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I m miring to voice my oppomtion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fie@ technology for digital television. As a consumer 
and citizen, I feel skonglr that such a policy would be bad for imovation, c o m e r  rights, and the u l h a t e  adoption of D T v  

A robust, competitive market for CMsmer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their cuDtomers. Allowing 
movie studios to veto f e m e s  of DN-reception equipment will enable the shldios t o  tell technologists what new products they can 
create. Tnis will result in products that don't necessmily reflect what consumers like me n c M y  wanf and it could result in me b e i q  
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast tlsg mandate, 1 would 0ctuaUy be less likely to make an inveotment in DN-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not p0y more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital televieion. Thad you for your h e  

Sincerely, 

Matthew Haughey 
1254 NE 27th Skeet 
McMinnviYe, OR 97128 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am wrhlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltol televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad ror Innovatlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultimate 
adoptlon e? DW 

A robust CompetRlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuraeturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowing movle studlos to veto Teatures of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new producto they can create Thls wlll result In produrn that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable receivers 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

John Bell 
2260 Dlvlslon St NW 
#iSA 
Olympla. WA 98502 
USA 
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October 1 4  2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemahy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast f l ~ "  technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and cibzen. I feel strongly that such a policywould be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ulbmnte adophon of DTV. 

A robust competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abdity to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment orill enable the shld~os to 
tell technologists what new products they cm create. This will result rn products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers Lke me actually want, and it could result In me being charged moie money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an lnveshnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devlces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal television. Thmk you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Damd Fetter 
2500B Magnolia Street 
Oakland, CA 94607 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathlesn Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writina to voice mv onuosition to anv FCC-mandated adootion of "broadcast . ~~~~ 
~~ 

~ ~ . .  ~ 

flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer  and citizen. I-feei-~ ~ 

strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Stephen A. Kupiec 
3 7 2 5  Garnet St. # 2 0 2  
Torrance. CA 9 0 5 0 3  
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communleatbns Commlssbn 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCGmandated ndoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology Tor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I Tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, CompetRive market for consumer eleetronlcs must  be rooted In manufacturers' ablllry to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlon equipment will enable the studloo to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly rellect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor Tunctlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devkes that llmlt my rlghts at the behes 07 Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgRal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Grant Carpenter 
99 John St 
Apt 308 
New York, NY 10038 
USA 
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October 10; 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Wsehhgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemsthy, 

I am w&ng to voice my opposition to MY FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flsg" technology for W t n l  t e l k i o n .  As a c o m e r  
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bsd for innovation, consumer a m ,  and the ultimate adoption of D W .  

A robust, competitive market for c o m e r  electronics must be rooted in mnnufacmrers' ability to innovate for their customers. AUowhg 
movie studios to veto features of DTVieception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolo@ what new products they cnn 
create. Thin will result in products that doni necessslily reflect what consumers like me actunlly want and it could result in me being 
charged mare money for Sexier functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcnet flq mandate, I would sctudy be less &ely to make M investment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my a t s  at the beheit of Hollywood. Pleme dc not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for d@td television. ' I h d  you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Joe Preston 
17 Miat W Dr. 
Bmakfidd, CT 06804 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcntlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to voke my apposltlon to any FCCmandated adaptlon of"broadcastflag" technology for dlgital televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust competltlve market ror consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features nl DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In produds that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devkes that llmit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Carlos Ezquerra 
2153 Monterey Avenue 
Santa Clara, CA 95051 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated ndoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and utizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowkg movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment d l  enable the studios to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they can create. ?his will result in products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and It could result rn me being chvged more money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likcly to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wdl not pay more for devices that limit my r ights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast tlag technology for &gtd television. ?hank you for your b e .  

Sincerely. 

Steve Prakope 
115 2nd Ave 3 
Apt 816 
Minneapolis, MN 55401 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innavatlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DN 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers abllky to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features or DTv-reeeptlon equlpment WIII enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll net pay more for devlces that llmit my rlghn at the behest el Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Brlan Jenklns 
1472 Unlversky Ave #J 
Berkeley, CA 94702 
USA 
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Oetober '10, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am wrltlng to volce my 0ppos)tlOn to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of ''broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competnive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturerst abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can enate Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessorlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually bunt, and k could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Tom Gromak 
907 Twln Clrcle Drlve 
South Wlndsor, CT 06074 
USA 
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October IO. 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgital televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel drongly that such a poky  would be bnd for Innovatton, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In rnanufacturen' abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movie studbs to veto features of DTV-receptlen equlpment wlll enable the studbs to tell kchnologlsts 
what new products they can Create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlorfun&lonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that IlmIt my rlghts at the behest of Hollwood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgital televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

ScOn Draves 
110 Llberty St 
Sen Franclsco, CA 941 10 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Streef NW 
Washhgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag'' technology for digtnl 
television. As u consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovatton, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmate adoptton of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rootedin manufacturers' abiliy to innovate for 
thar customers. Allowingmovie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the shld10s to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. ?his will result in products that don't necerranly reflect 
whit consumers like me ictudly want, and It could result m me being charged more money for infenor 
funcbonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I udl not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollyrvood. 
Please do not madate  broadcast flag technology for &@tal television. Thank you for your ttme. 

Sincerely, 

Edvin Aghanian 
536 E. Cypress Ave. #lo3 
Burbanlg CA 91501 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Fedcral Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enahle the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged nore money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincere 1 y 

Patrick Murphy 
2726 E. Voltaire Ave 
Phoenix. AZ 8 5 0 3 2  
USA 
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October I O ,  2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlghnl televlslon. As a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
edoptbn of D N ,  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell Wchnologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollwfood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Kevln Chell-Colando 
4514 Valley Wee  Blvd. Apt B 
Arcata, CA 95521 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D t 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgb l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust. competntve market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manutacturera' abllky to Innovate for their 
customers AlloWlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment WIII enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls will result In products that don't necessarlly refect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor funalonalky 

If the FCC Issue9 a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay more for devlces that limn my rlghts at the behest al Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgb l  televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slneerely, 

Douglas Chase 
384 Prospect 
Buffalo, NY i420i  
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlana Comrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultimate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, cornpetitlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllty to Innovate for thelf 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessorlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalty 

The Idea of protectlng the broadcast Industry from a threat that has yet to materlallze Is ludlcrous and personally lnsultlng. 
The broadcast nehvorks are scrambllng to prop up a falllng buslness model (free programmlng supported by advertlsers). 
Thls model has (alled on the web, and seems doomed to fall here as well. As a consumer, If I could pay a reasonable fee 
to tallor the channels I want to recelve and had the abllty to turn channels on or off at wlll (or as a partlcular program I 
wanted to see came on), I would be happy to pay for that sewlce. I already have no problem paylng for HBO. Thelr model 
1s excellent They produce qualky programmlng, I pay for thelr sewlce That Is nor playlng the odds Ilke NBC, ABC, CES 
and thelr Ilk- that 1s common sense. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. 1 wlll not pay more Tor devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest a? Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgb l  teievlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely 

Jason Gessner 
1237 Summersweet Ln 
Bartlett, IL 60103 
USA 


